




 

61D 

61C 
cont. 

61D These other alternatives do not meet the purpose and need for 
the Project, as explained in DEIS Section 2.2.1, Alternatives to a 
Transmission Option (pg. 2-1). See also the General Response 
to Issue 1 (pgs. 1-3 to 1-4) and Issue 14 (pgs 1-8 to 1-9) in 
Chapter1 of the FEIS regarding adequacy of alternatives 
analysis. 



63A 

62A 

63A Comment noted. Impacts to tourism and recreation are addressed 
on pg. 3-184 and 3-185 of the DEIS. See also the General 
Response to Issue 4 (pg. 1-5) in the FEIS. 

62A Comment noted. See FEIS Summary Section S.10, Agency 
Preferences and Decisions to be Made. See also response to 
comment 1F – EPA letter (12/05/01). 



 

64G 

64F 

64E 

64D 

64C 

64B 

64A 64A Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 

64B Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 

64G Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 

64F Refer to FEIS, Section 2.2.6, Update on Kenai Peninsula Brown 
Bears and Wolverines (pgs. 2-18 to 2-19). 

64E Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 

64D Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg 2-35). 

64C Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 



 

64G 

64N 

64M 

64L 

64K 

64J 

64I 

64H 

64H See response to comment 64F (above). 

64I Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pgs. 2-35 to 
2-36). 

64J See response to comment 64I (above). 

64K Noted and corrected in FEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-35). 

64N Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (pg. 2-36). 

64M Comment noted. Information on wolverines has been added to 
FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.2.6, Update on Kenai Peninsula 
Brown Bear (pgs. 2-19 to 2-20). 

64L The DEIS acknowledges that the proposed project would 
conflict with fire management plans (pg. 3-143). 



 

64S 

64R 

64Q 

64P 

64O 
64O Comment noted. 

64P Comment noted. See FEIS Summary Section S.10, Agency 
Preferences and Decisions to be Made (pg. S-26), and response 
to comment 1F – EPA letters (12/05/01). 

64Q See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter (12/03/01). 

64R Comment noted. Existing and future land use along the Tesoro 
Route is described on pgs. 3-135 and 3-136 of the DEIS, and was 
considered in the assessment. 

64S See FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.2.7, Environmental Cost-Benefit 
Analysis Summary (pgs. 2-21 to 2-32) for additional information 
on cost/benefit analysis. 



 





66A 

66B 

66C 

66D 

66A See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 

66B Refer to the USFWS Compatibility Determination in Appendix 
A of the FEIS. 

66C See response to 21C – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 

66D See response to 21D – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 







69A 

69B 

70A 

69A Comment noted. Refer to the USFWS Compatibility 
Determination in Appendix A of the FEIS. 

69B Comment noted. See FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.2.6 regarding 
additional information on impacts to brown bears (pgs. 2-18 to 2-
19). 

70A The Tesoro Route has been identified as the agency preferred 
alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F – EPA letter 
(12/05/01). See also the response to 21A - Wilderness Society 
form letter (12/03/01) and Section S.10 (pg. S-26) in the FEIS. 













76A 

76A Comments noted. 











81A 
81A Comment noted.  

82 Comment noted. 82A 



83A 
83A Comment noted. 

84A 84A The Tesoro Route has been identified as the agency preferred 
alternative (see response to comment 1F - EPA letter 
(12/05/01)). Also refer to comment 9A – Alaska DGC 
(12/05/01), and Chapter 2, Section 2.2.8 (pgs. 2-32 to 2-34) of 
the FEIS regarding potential for bird strikes. 

85A 

85A The Tesoro Route has been identified as the agency preferred 
alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F – EPA letter 
(12/05/01), and General Response to Issue 14 (pgs. 1-8 to 1-9) in 
Chapter 1 of the FEIS. 









 

89C 

89B 

89A 
89A See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter 

(12/03/01). 

89B See response to comment 87B – Individuals. 

89C The Tesoro Route has been identified as the agency preferred 
alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F – EPA letter 
(12/05/01). 







 

92C 

92B 

92A 
92A See General Response to Issue 1 in Chapter 1 (pgs. 1-3 to 1-4) of 

the FEIS regarding purpose and need for the Project. 

92B The Tesoro Route has been identified as the agency preferred 
alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F – EPA (12/05/01). 
See also the response to 21A - Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 

92C Refer to the USFWS Compatibility Determination in Appendix 
A of the FEIS. 



 



 

93E 

93D 

93C 

93B 

93A 

93A The subject report for the Chickaloon River fishery investigation 
did not receive peer review and was not published. See Chapter 2 
– Section 2.3 (beginning on pg. 2-34) for corrected information 
on the Chickaloon River fishery. 

93B Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (beginning 
on pg. 2-34). 

93C Noted and corrected in FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.3 (beginning 
on pg. 2-34). 

93D Comment noted. 

93E Comment noted. See DEIS Chapter 3, pg. 3-143 regarding 
compatibility with management plans. Refer also to the USFWS 
Compatibility Determination in Appendix A of the FEIS. 



 

93G 

93I 

93H 

93F 

93F See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter (12/03/01). 
See also response to comment 1F – EPA (12/05/01) regarding 
the agency preferred alternative (Tesoro Route). 

93G See DEIS Section 1.2.1, How the Existing System is Operated 
(DEIS page 1-8), and Section 1.3.3, Economic Generation (DEIS 
page 1-23), for an explanation of how increased utilization of the 
Bradley Lake generation would be possible with the Project in 
service and the benefits that would accrue. The Project would 
allow increased coordination of the hydroelectric generation at 
Bradley Lake with the thermal generation in the Anchorage and 
north areas, which would result in lowering the overall cost of 
producing electricity. 

 
The average output of the Bradley Lake Project is 45 to 50 MW 
year around. The peak output is currently 108MW and the design 
of the power plant is such that an additional 50MW of generation 
could be added in the future. As described in the DEIS, 
utilization of the existing generation plants in the most efficient 
and cost effective manner would at times require transferring the 
peak output power of the Bradley Lake Project north to the 
Anchorage area, in lieu of operating more expensive thermal 
units. To accomplish this, additional transmission capacity is 
needed between the Kenai Peninsula and Anchorage. 

93H Comment noted. 

93I Helicopter maintenance is suggested to mitigate impacts 
associated with overland access. See DEIS Section 2.5.3 
Construction Access (pg. 2-52). See also the Mitigation Plan in 
FEIS Volume II. 



 

93J 

93J Comments noted. 



 

94A 

94A Comment noted. Refer to the USFWS Compatibility 
Determination in Appendix A of the FEIS. 



 

95C 

95B 

95A 
95A Comment noted. 

95B Comment noted. The Tesoro Route has been identified as the 
agency preferred alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F – 
EPA letter (12/05/01) and 21A – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 

95C Impacts to brown bears are acknowledged in the DEIS. See also 
FEIS Section 2.2.6, Update on Kenai Peninsula Brown Bear 
(pgs. 2-18 to 2-19) and the USFWS Compatibility Determination 
in Appendix A of the FEIS. 





 

97A 

97A Comment noted. 



 

97B 

97D 

97C 

97B Comment noted. The Tesoro Route has been identified as the 
agency preferred alternative. Refer to response to comment 1F– 
EPA letter (12/05/01). See also the response to 21A - Wilderness 
Society form letter (12/03/01), and the USFWS Compatibility 
Determination in Appendix A of the FEIS. 

97C Comment noted. Refer to the USFWS Compatibility 
Determination in Appendix A of the FEIS. 

97D Comment noted. See response to comments 1N – EPA letter 
(12/05/01) and 9I – Alaska DGC (12/05/01) regarding impacts to 
waterfowl and tidal flats. See also comments 5B – NMFS 
(12/12/01) and 9B – Alaska DGC (12/05/01) regarding 
anadromous fish streams. 



 

NOTE: Petition sheet has same comments as comment letter 97. 
The petitions were considered as one letter with 12 signees. 



 

98A Comment noted. 

98A 



 

99B 

99A 
99A Comment noted. 

99B Potential visual impacts for this route are discussed 
on pg. 3-259. Mitigation measures, including those 
listed in DEIS Table 3-2, pg. 3-15, will be used to 
minimize soil erosion and directional drilling will be 
used in this area. See the Mitigation Plan in Volume 
II of the FEIS. 



 

100D 

100C 

100B 

100A 

100A See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter (12/03/01). 

100B Refer to the USFWS Compatibility Determination in Appendix A 
of the FEIS. 

100C See response to 21C – Wilderness Society form letter (12/03/01). 

100D See response to 21D – Wilderness Society form letter (12/03/01). 



 

101D 

101C 

101B 

101A 
101A See response to 21A – Wilderness Society form letter 

(12/03/01). 

101B Refer to the USFWS Compatibility Determination in 
Appendix A of the FEIS. 

101C See response to 21C – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 

101D See response to 21D – Wilderness Society form letter 
(12/03/01). 
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